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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important as it addresses the critical challenge of improving calcium and boron use efficiency in soils. The development of a Calcium–Boron–Humate complex offers a scientifically relevant and practical approach to reducing nutrient losses and enhancing plant uptake. By integrating soil chemistry, nutrient management, and sustainable agriculture principles, the study contributes valuable insights into advanced fertilizer formulation strategies. 
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally good and scientifically sound. However, since it is “enhancing crop productivity and soil fertility,” the manuscript should clearly present outcome-based evidence (experimental results, yield data, soil parameter improvements, etc.) to justify this claim.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is clear and comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is correct with respect to role, availability, deficiency symptoms of boron and calcium. But kindly add experimental results, yield data, soil parameter improvements 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please refer last of this file regarding reference correction. Add all the missing references 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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Follow a consistent referencing pattern: place the year either inside brackets or outside brackets uniformly throughout the manuscript.

Use a consistent article title format: either sentence case or capitalize each major word.

· Example correction: Kamaleshwaran, R., Elayaraja, D., Dhanasekaran, K., and Jawahar, S. (2021). Effect of different levels and sources of boron fertilizers on the growth and yield of groundnut in coastal saline soil. Int. J. Botany Studies, 6(6), 1265–1269.
Please verify the correctness of the publication year (e.g., Malyukova et al., 2022) with both the reference list and in-text citation.

Do not begin sentences with brackets. For example, instead of (Fuentes et al., 2018), write: Fuentes et al. (2018) reported that…
Avoid repetition of content, 

· Particularly sections discussing common calcium deficiency symptoms.

· The factors affecting boron availability, boron deficiency symptoms, and the role of boron are repeated in both the Introduction and the section on boron requirement by plants; please revise and remove redundancy.

· The range between boron deficiency and toxicity is very narrow; this point should be stated clearly and concisely without repetition.
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